Evaluating scientific quality of a journal is a notoriously cumbersome problem that so far no standard consensus (1). Preferably, scientific journals should be examined by real experts in the field and given scores on quality according to standard guidelines. Nevertheless, information scientists (i.e. scientometricians) have developed a diverse range of tools to examine scientific merits of scientific publications that mainly depending on various indexes that counting citations (2). The impact factor (IF) is commonly used to examine the visibility of a journal. It is the average number of citations a paper of a journal attracts in the two years following its publication (2). However, it has been shown to have numerous pitfalls such as 1) time window of impact factor that relatively short time for papers to reach a peak to attract citation, 2) self citations and active manipulation of impact factor, 3) coverage and English language preference by databases, 4) it is an arithmetic measure of the journal, can't predict quality of articles, 5) it is an incomplete journal-focused metric, 6) subject areas and categories of articles whereby articles in rapidly growing disciplines and subjects are cited more often than more traditional research fields, and 7) invalid articles such as retracted ones may still continue to be cited by other researchers as a valid work (2). Consequently, it alone cannot assess the quality of scientific publications. Alternatively, other indexes such as 5 year impact factor, h-index and quartile ranking are to be used to appraise the quality of scientific publication. Considering all these facts in mind, this editorial shared the scientometrics analysis of Education in Medicine Journal based on the reports produced by the Malaysian Citation Centre (3) and Google Scholar using the Harzing's Publish or Perish software (4). It is hoped that this article provides useful information on the journal's visibility at local and international levels.
Based on the MyCite report (3), Education in Medicine Journal was classified under the Q1 journal either by overall or by discipline (Table 1  and Table 2 ). Apart from that, the journal was ranked 2/136 by overall (Table 1 ) and 1/22 by discipline (Table 2 ) based on the 5 year impact factor. These results indicate that the journal has made substantial impact at local level, thus may improve its visibility as a local scientific journal. Nevertheless, as expected, its h-index (Table 1 and Table 3 ) was lower compared to the more established journals such as Malaysian Journal of Medical Sciences, Medical Journal of Malaysia and Malaysian Journal of Nutrition. As a young journal (5), all these facts provide positive signs as an academic journal.
Internationally, based on the Google Scholar database (using the Harzing's Publish or Perish software for analysis), the journal seems to have a better visibility compared to local level since its h-index (Table 3 ) was more than the h-index reported by MyCite (Table 1 and Table 2 ). Similarly, the citation per paper was 0.54 (i.e. impact factor) which more than the reported by MyCite (impact factor = 0.195). The hI,annual value was 0.60 indicating that each year the journal's h-index increased by 0.60 point and this fact suggests the journal is progressing in positive direction (Table 3) . Similarly, other indexes (Table 3) suggesting that the journal is paving its ways at international level and this could further increase its visibility internationally (6).
In a nutshell, the journal is paving its ways to ensure its visibility at local and international level. These results provide useful information to guide the editors on areas for further improvement, to encourage potential authors to submit papers and to guide reviewers on the journal expectations. It is worth noting that editors, reviewers and authors are the people who should be credited for the journal success to improve its visibility. Without their relentless support and commitment, this journal is nowhere. Buletin Persatuan Genetik Malaysia 0 0 1 NA *Q1 denotes the top 25% of the IF distribution, Q2 for middle-high position (between top 50% and top 25%), Q3 middle-low position (top 75% to top 50%), and Q4 the lowest position (bottom 25% of the IF distribution) (7) h-index is defined as a scientist has index h if h of his/her Np papers have at least h citations each, and the other (Np − h) papers have no more than h citations each (8).
